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University of Minnesota, Morris
Campus Assembly Meeting
6 March 1989
The campus assembly met on Monday, March 6, at 4 p.m. in the science
auditorium.
Imholte made the following announcements:
1.

President Hasselmo will visit UMM on March 14. A meeting open to all
faculty, staff, and students is scheduled for 3 p.m. in the Recital Hall.
Everyone is encouraged to attend. Hasselmo has identified seven action
agenda items on which he will report: accountability, managerial
effectiveness. governance and administration, undergraduate education,
research development, outreach and extension, technology transfer, and
women and minority faculty, staff, and students.
The president's next visit to UMM was to be on April 19.
been changed to May 5.

2.

That visit has

One hundred & eighty ballots were mailed out on the constitutional
amendment, Only 98 have been returned. The original deadline of March 3
is being extended until the end of the quarter. A written notice will be
sent out to assembly members urging them to submit their ballots.

Agenda
1.

The minutes of January 23, 1989, were approved.

2.

The following committee assignments were reported:
Pamela Anigbo replaces Charles Braithwaite on the Minority Experience
Committee.
Clyde Johnson replaces Jean Richards on the Campus Resources
Committee.
Ray Lammers replaces Barbara McGinnis on the Campus Resources
Committee

3a. Theatre Arts 3800

&

Planning

&

&

Planning

3801

At the 1/23 assembly meeting. Payne requested that action on Theatre Arts
3800 and 3801 be deferred until this meeting. These courss had been
proposed for the computer applications category. Payne said he had been
on the Prosper Subcommittee which drew up the guidelines for such courses,
Since that time, he has had an opportunity to teach them and found that
not all students are capable of handling the computer applications
component. Because of this, he cannot guarantee that he will always be
able to teach them as C courses. What he would like to do is to be able
to say after the fact whether or not a particular student has fulfilled
the computer applications part of the course.
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Uehling. Chair of the GEC. said that this issue had been discussed by the
committee. It was concerned that students would enter the cours e s
believing them to be C courses and then discover that they might not be
taught in that way. Payne agreed that it would not be fair for students
who enter the courses with that expectation. but he is also concerned that
all the computer applications courses will wind up being from Science &
Math.
Hart said this is a clear indication of how requirements influence
pedagogy. He can see the same problem occurring in Sand W courses. The
computing component could be included in a course regardless of the
students' expertise in this area and an assessment could be made after the
course had been taught. Some students would pass that segment of the
course and others would not. Students might also do poorly on writing
competency in a W course but nevertheless pass the course. Are we
involved in competency or experience?
E. Klinger said perhaps the relevant committees should consider
disassociating the W & C from courses and let them apply on an individual
basis. There would probably be a larger variety of courses in which
students could gain credit for these components.
Kemble said this might
solve the competency problem. but information in the Dulletin promises
students that the opportunity will be there. Hinds disagreed with
Klinger. Since the W component is to comprise 50% of the work. an
instructor would end up offering two different courses. Peterson said the
problem has occurred because of hasty legislation, It should be a
creative process with interaction between faculty and students. Cotter
said if he invoked a writing component in a science course. he would not
approach another discipline. Faculty should not fight for what they're
going to teach, Students learn regardless of credit. Hart agreed. but
pointed out his concern about double standards, The issue before the
assembly now is C courses. He had simply drawn an analogy with W courses.
but the discussion seems to have centered on them. This is an
illustration of a double standard---believing that anyone can do what
writing and speech teachers do,
Ahern pointed out that because the C component is further back in the
process. faculty have not been working with this criteria. There will be
other C courses offered as the timetable to implement this component gets
closer.
Olson did not object to a mechanism which would allow decisions about
competency to be made at the conclusion of a course, but felt jt would be
difficult from the standpoint of student planning. Imholte said further
discussion of this issue should take place in the GEC.
3b, Senior Honors
Peterson said his objections were not directed to discipline honors per
se, The issues are resources and procedure. He does not believe that
disciplines had enough opportunity to react prior to doing so in the
assembly. This proposal will create difficult situations in some
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disciplines, i.e., understaffing, being poorly equipped. etc. This is not
fair to students or faculty, The only discussion which addressed
resources had to do with the development of courses, not to staffing or
equipment.
Barber said Peterson I s concerns are worth consideration. The commit tee
realized that resources were a key element. However, the proposal says
that students are responsible for getting a sponsor. It is possible for
faculty to say no. The program is on the books and thus there is an
avenue for students to get a senior honors project done, but it also gives
the disciplines control.
Hinds said if courses are listed under each discipline, it simply means
that it is possible, Students must still how show some flexibility and
faculty can say no for many reasons.
Peterson said art history constitutes the smallest discipline on campus,
There is no way to spread the workload.
Schindeldecker said she applied for the program last year. It was not
impressed upon her that it was the student's reponsibility to set it up.
Has this changed? Barber said it wouldn't have been explained to her last
year because no one knew how it would be set up. Now there is a policy,
Ahern explained that the proposal from the committee took into account the
fact that some disciplines would have a harder time than others. It is
possible, however, for the project to be done outside of a student's major
field, The campus should continue working on this program, and a
determination should be made on how many senior honors projects there will
be, The faculty is one of a liberal arts college---a collective entity,
not simply discipline faculty.
Peterson questioned the timetable. During the duration of the New
Directions Task Force, the faculty were told that it would take at least
five years to implement these programs. Then because of Keller's demands,
things have been done in such haste there hasn't been enough time to
assess resources and limitations on this campus,
Cotter asked about the projected figures for senior honors projects,
Barber estimated there would be 10-20, There were originally 150 who
indicated interest; that number quickly dwindled to 50.
Hinds noted that
Campbell's estimation was about 20-30, Since a stipulation of the program
is that half of a student's grades must be A's, the number will no doubt
continue to dwindle,
Payne said some disciplines already have a senior project. How will the
senior honors project affect them? Barber said there is no reason why a
discipline currently offering a senior project couldn't change it into a
senior honors project. Hinds said there are a couple of differences
between the two. For the honors project, 1) A student must create a
committee with at least one member from outside the discipline, and 2) A
student must register with the Honors Committee.
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Straw questioned the des crip tion on Form H: 11 • • • and for the most part
will rely upon primary t ts aryd materials. II Barber pointed out that
later in the description it states "The aim is to empJ oy •••• " The key
word is "aim;" it doesn't say "always." Straw thought the description
should be modified so that it doesn't say. "For the most part •••• "
Peterson said if the "primary" source is not available here. this again
raises the same question of resources.
O'Reilly asked if it was possible for UROP to double as an honors project.
Cotter said UROP provides a stipend -if the project is not being done for
credit.
Bezanson wondered what would happen if she agreed to serve on an examining
committee. but her colleages were all too busy. Couldn't the student ask
more than one from another area to serve? Barber sai<l the commit tee fe1 t
the evaluations should be done by professionals competent in the an:~a
being covered. Hinds said the committee recognized that the language
would not cover everything. The intent of the program is to serve the
student rather than to strictly enforce.
Peterson did not understand how a member of the present committee could
speak for the committee in the future. It is too problematical. The
program also has to serve the faculty.
Stuart wondered what might happen with the issue of resources three years
down the road. What planning has been done in this regard? Barbe r said
it woul d be UMM's obligation to provide the program. Farrell agreed that
the question of finances needs to be addressed. While there is need for
flexibility in determining examining committees• in most instances. this
would not be possible in foreign languages.
Imholte said it was time to bring the matter to a vote.
the assembly that to abstain is to vote no.

Bezanson reminded

Peterson aoved to table the senior,)onors projects until a determination
is made on bow it will be funded. Seconded by Straw.
In Favor:

43

Opposed:

33

Abstentions:

1

IV. Additional general education courses recommended for approval.
Uehling explained that some of these courses were under discussion at the
time of the previous assembly meeting. and some have been proposed since
that meeting.
Imholte went through the following courses one by one:
Anth
Biol
CSci
Math
Math
Math

1110 (E3. non-W)
1114 (E9)
1103 (E4)
1106 (ElO)
1120H (ElO)
1202 (ElO)
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Math 1302 (ElO)
Mus 1510 (E6 & ES)
Phys 1153-1154 (E9)
Phys 1200-1201-1202 (E9)
0 'Reilly asked why Biol 1114 had been recommended when it has
prerequisites. Uehling replied that the criteria stipulates no college
level experience in the discipline.
O'Reilly noted that Math 1202 has a prerequisite in the discipline.
Uehling said the above criteria goes on to say "except in the case of
courses which are part of a sequence."
The vote to approve the above courses for the GER carried by voice vote.
V.

Recommendation to require ACT as single admission test for UMM.
Granger said the memo js self explanatory. It has been reasonable to move
in this direction for a long time. Now there has been a change in policy
at the state level with the ACT being adopted as the preferred college
aptitute test.
Demos asked if there was any superiority of ACT over the other tests.
Granger said as far as predicting college success. the correlation between
the three tests (ACT, SAT. PSAT) is much the same. but the ACT is valuable
for purposes of advising. placement. and institutional research. Where
the ACT is not available. other tests will be accepted for admission
decisions. but the intention is to require a student to take the ACT
before entering. ACT testing is available in most high schools and in
national testing centers, of which UMM is one. Vikander said UMM's
"market share" of the ACT results in the state have increased greatly in
the last three years. In 1988. UMM received 5% of the statewide ACT
results---a large proportion for a school this size.
Schoenfelder asked about students who quality for a PSAT scholarship.
Vikander said this will continue. Chae wondered why the ACT is not
available on the east coast. Granger replied that the SAT is popular on
the east coast. but the ACT is available. The number of students UMM gets
from that area is very small. Vikander said it is a good idea for the
institution to have one single test for every student.

Imholte did not believe it wise to start on the Five Year Plan (agenda item
#VI) at this time. It will be on the agenda for the first meeting of spring
quarter.
The meeting adjourned at 5:30 p.m.
Pat Tanner

